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cure a copy of the authorities cited by counsel for the plaintiff) but he relied 
chiefly on the case of Campbell v. Roll, 115 U. S. 020. 

Counsel for the defendant claimed that the limitation of one year was not a 
limitation upon the remedy merely, but upon the right of action, no such right ex- 
isting at common law. On the point that he could raise the question by demurrer, 
he relied on Lambert v. Ensign Manufacturing Co. (W. Ya. ), 20 8. E. 431; see 3 
Va. Law Eeg. 63. 

On the point that this limitation was one affecting the right, as well as the 
remedy, the following authorities were cited : 

Code, 1887, sees. 2903, 2936; The Harrisbnrg, 119 U. S. 199, 214; Tiffany's 
Death by Wrongful Act, sees. 120, 121 and notes; 13 Am. & Eng. Ency. of 
Law, 689-90; McCartney v. Potomac Electric Company ( Va. ), 26 S. E. 419, 421 ; 
4 Va. State Bar Assoc. Kep. 133 ; Johnson v. OilJ, 27 Gratt. 595 ; 1 Bart. Law 
Prac. 79 and note 3 ; 2 Bart. Law Prac. 1395 and note 6 ; 1 Wood on Lim. 43-44 
and note 1 ; Id., p. 45 and notes 2, 3, 4 and 5 ; Id., p. 35-6 and note 1, citing 2o 
Ohio State, 629; U. S. Rep. (Lawyer's Co-op. Ed.), Book 18, p. 194 and notes. 

Very truly, 

October SI, 189S. M. 



"AN ENGLISHMAN IN A VIRGINIA COURT." 

Editor Virginia Law Register : 

Dear Sir: — I have noticed in the October Register, on page 403, an article 
entitled "An Englishman in a Virginia Court," in which the author of the pub- 
lication therein quoted, Mr. Bird, is spoken of as a " romancer," with a strong 
implication that he has not told the truth. I know that the Register only de- 
sires to see fair play, and, as I happened to be an observer of the proceedings 
therein related, I desire to vouch for the substantial accuracy of the account given 
by Mr. Bird. The only difference between my recollection of the proceedings 
and that related by Mr. Bird is that an adjournment which he mentions, was given 
on account of a funeral and not on account of a baseball match, although the 
baseball match was mentioned by a number of the jurors at the time of the ad- 
journment, and many did attend the game. 

I remember very distinctly that while a witness was on the stand testifying, two 
news boys went amongst the jury and sold them the afternoon papers. Also that 
during the trial a soldier who had received an alligator from Florida brought it 
in, put it on the judge's desk, and that the jurors and the judge played with the 
alligator, and that this took place, not during an interim, but while active steps 
were being taken in the case. 

It therefore seems to me that it is the province of the Register to criticise not 
the one who relates the facts, but the court which permits such things to occur. 

Of Mr. Bird's observations concerning the speeches of counsel during the trial, 
he doubtless gave his own views, and of these I have nothing to say. I simply 
write this letter in the interests of justice. 

October 15, 1898. Observer. 



